not (yet?) smothered all national diff erences. An analysis on future editions of the MIPEX data set should allow us to establish trends over time in this respect.
Th e current debates about the nature of European integration policies still is largely determined by the framework that was laid out over a decade ago now by Rogers Brubaker (1992) . Although Brubaker himself has since qualifi ed his position, the basic distinction between civic and ethnic integration models remains a structuring element within these debates. While civic models emphasize an adherence to cultural norms and a loyalty to the political institutions, ethnic models imply that full citizenship is only open for those who can claim national ancestry (Brubaker, 1992) .
Since Brubakers' original and seminal publication, various new models of integration regimes have been proposed, most of them based on a case study design containing only a limited number of countries. Th e strength of these research strategies is of course a very rigorous and detailed analysis of the immigrant integration policies. Nevertheless, the main drawback involved in the analysis into integration regimes based on only a small number of cases regards the extent of the generalizations of the fi ndings. Certainly in a European context, it is far from evident to classify the wide range of European countries in the typologies that have usually been limited to France, Germany, Great Britain and the Netherlands (Koopmans et al., 2005) .
By gathering 140 indicators covering integration policies for six main domains, namely labour market access, family reunion, long term residence, political participation, access to nationality and anti-discrimination, and this for 28 countries, the Migrant Policy Group (MPG) has made it possible to reach beyond these limitations and has provided researchers with an opportunity for a more quantitative approach to fi gure out which countries can be seen as a "family" or a coherent cluster. By a "cluster" we refer to a group of countries that has common characteristics that separate them suffi ciently from all other countries (or groups of countries). It has to be remembered that in this kind of analysis, clusters are not pre-defi ned: calculations based on country variables (like the MIPEX fi gures) will empirically determine which countries "belong" together or not. It also has to be acknowledged that cluster analysis always involves subjective decisions by the researchers. Except in those few cases where a cluster solution is immediately apparent, perennial discussions are possible about how many clusters exactly can be distinguished, and how the cut-off points should be determined. In the analysis reported in this chapter, and given the exploratory character of the analysis, we have opted for a rather data-driven approach toward the analysis, so we have tried to avoid any arbitrary decision about the specifi c defi nition of clusters.
Th e theoretical relevance of the cluster analysis is that identifying a cluster implies that the members of that cluster can be suffi ciently distinguished from all other countries (in this case: based exclusively on the 140 measurements
